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A  P  O  L  O  G  Y 

D'   C  LA  R  K  E. 

CONTAINING 

An  ACCOUNT  of  the  late  Proceedings 
in  Cojivoctition  upon  his  Writings  concerning 
the  T  R  I  N  I  T  Y.  Being  aColledion  of  feveral 
Original  Papers,  fome  of  which  never  before 
publilhed. 

VIZ. 

1.  The  Complaint  of  the  Lower-Houfc.  June  2.  17 14. 

2.  The  Anfwer  of  the  Biihops.  June  4. 

^.  Their  MeiTage,  directing  an  iixtrad  of  Particulnrs, 

June  12. 
4.  The  Extradt  of  Particulars,   made  by  the  Lower- 

Hoiifc.   June  2  7- 
5-  Dr  Cl^rrk's  Reply  to  the  f^re-gomg  Extrad.     June 

26.     [^Je-uCY  before  publijhd.'] 
6.  A  Paper  laid  by  Dr  Chrke  before  the  Biihops.  July  2. 
7'.  A  Letter  to  Dr  Chrke,  occafioned  by  tlie 

fore-going  Paper.  ^     .    ,      .     .     /Never  he- 

8.  Part  of  a  Letter  from  Dr  Clnke^  in  AnA|^^^  ^^^^ 
fwer  to  the  fore-going.  (&i. 

9.  A  Paper  from  Dr  Gaykc,  delivered  to  the  \ 
Biiliop  of  Londmi.  Jidy  5.  n      r,  i 

I  o.  The  Refolut ion  of  the  Upper-Houie.    July  ^ 

II  TheRefoluiionoftheLowcr-Houfe.   July-j. 


ViihVM  by  the  Author  of  the  above-mentioned  Letter 
to  Dr  Clarke. 


Lo'Jcn,  Printed  for  E.  Bw  Ici^h,  m  Amen-Corner,  1714. 

Frice  Six  Tencc. 


T  O    T  H  E 

READER. 

J  Clarke,  at  theConchifwn  of  his  Anfwer 
to  the  Author  of  Some  Confidcrati- 
ons&c.  dejiredhis  Readers^  that^  "  if 
"  he  was  Silent  hereafter,  it  might  be  iriter- 
"  preted  as  a  Declaration,  that  He  faw  no  Rea- 
"  fon  to  change  his  Sentiments;,  "  And  decla- 
red, that  He  intended  for  the  future  to  "give 
"no  Anfvver  to  any  thing  that  (hould  be 
"  written,  which,  upon  a  careful  Examination, 
"  He  could  not  tind  to  contain  Arguments  ei- 
"  ther  in  themfelves  really  weighty,  or  at  leaf! 
"  not  clearly  anfwered  already.  "  And  the  like 
Intention  He  declared  more  fully  afterwards  to 
the  Upper-Hoiife  of  Convocation, 

It  fee?ns,  Br  Chxkt  entertained  Hopes,  that 
This  would  have  prevented  any  more  Papers  be- 
ing publijhed  upon  the  prefent  Suhjecl  •  iinlefs 
fotne  able  and  learned  Man,  would  have  tloo- 
roughly  entered  into  the  Merits  of  the  Caufe, 
and  confidered  carefully  All  the  Texts  of  Scrip- 
ture upon  which  alone  the  true  Determination 
'  A  2  of 
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of  every  Qiteftion  concerning  any  DoEfrine  ofre- 
veiiled  Rdligion^  7tiu!}  finally  be  founded. 

But  inficiid  of  this,  it  appeared  on  the  con- 
trary, that  his  Willingnefs  to  acquiefce  in  what 
he  had  already  ivritten.giiveOccaf onto  the  pith- 
lifijing  of  many  Papers,  by  fiich  Perfons  as 
thought  they  were  at  liberty  to  reprefent  things 
in  what  Ala  finer  they  plea  fed,  without  being 
contradiEled, 

The  general  Chirgc  of  the  Lower-Houfe  of 
Convocatioji,  fent  up  to  my  Lords  the  Bijljops, 
June  2d,  1714,  ir./j  (I  obferved)  itmnediately 
printed,  by  unknown  Hands,  and  indu/lrioufy 
fpread  every  where,  zvitho;tt  waiting  for  afiy 
of  the  Particulars^  upon  which  That  general 
Charge  was  founded. 

Soon  after,  a  Report  was  fent  down  into  the 
Country,  both  in  written  a7id  printed  News-Pa- 
pers^ that  Dr  Clarke  had  Retracted  what  he 
had  written  concerning  the  DoHrine  of  the  Tri- 
nity, Which  Report  gave  many  honefi  Men  no 
fmall  Uneafinefs  of  Mind,  notwith (landing  the 
Vote  which  paffed  afterwards  tn  the  Lower- 
Houfe,  that  there  was  no  Truth  in  it. 

In  a  Paper,  entituled  The  Weekly  Packet, 
July  17,  1 7 14,  were  publiflj\i  the  followi?ig 
Words  :  "  Laft  Week  a  Conference  was  held 
"  between  Mr  Broughton  Lecturer  of  St  Jn- 
"  drew's  Hclbourn,  and  Dv  Clarke  Rcdor  of  St 
"  James's,  upon  the  Subjed  of  a  late  Book 

''  pub^ 
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**  publidied  by  Dr  Clarke^  concerning  the  Ari- 
"  an  Herefy  •,  at  which  Conference  were  pre- 
*'  fent  Seven  Divines  of  the  Church  of  Erig- 
"  la?ij,  befides  Laymen,  and  foine  of  the  Qua- 
"  lity :  And  it  was  given  againfl  the  Dodor. 

Li  the  next  Weekly  Packet,  July  24,  17 14, 
Tvere  thefe  Words  :  ''  On  Wednefday  laft  ano- 
'  ther  Difputation  was  held  between  Dr  Clarke 
'  and  Mr  Broughton  Ledlurer  of  St  Andrerp*s^ 
'  at  the  Bifhopof  L^Wc-Ws  Lodgings  in  5^ w^r- 
'  fet-hoiife  ^  at  which  were  prefent  his  Lord- 
'  fliip,  with  feveral  other  Bifhops  and  learned 
'  Divines*,  the  latter  ftill  continuing  to  gain 
'  Ground  over  his  Adverfary,  about  the  Book 
'  called  Scripture-Doclrine,  written  by  the 
'  former.  '*     Of  which  Accoimts^   the  One^  A 
aui  informed^  was  a  very  falfe  Reprefe?ir.ation  ^ 
and  that  for  the  Latter^  there  never  was  gi- 
ven fo  much  as  the  least  Groundm 

In  the  fame  Month  was  publijhed  by  Mr  Stra- 
han,  a  2d  Edition  of  a  Book^  ejitituled^  Dr 
Clarke's  Manner  of  Subfcribing  &c.  With  a 
t^ew  PofKcript,inquiring  whether  there  beAny 
Common  Prayer  or  Sacraments  in  his  Parifli. 

At  the  fune  time  was  fet  forth  a  Book  by  Mr 
Potter  of  Imm^nuel  College  irjCambridge,f;2r/- 
tuled^  A  Defence  of  Chrifl's  Divinity,  againft 
Dr  Clarke,  Which  feemed  a  very  unfair  Title  j 
when  neither  had  Dr  Clarke  ever  oppofed  what 
the  Scripture  declares  concerning  the  Divinity  of 

Chnjl  ■ 
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Chrifl  ^  neither  did  Mr  Potter's  Book  contain 
any  Examination  of  the  Arguments  Dr  Clarke 
/illeged  from  Scripture  in  favour  of  his  Opinioti 
in  that  Matter, 

Before  the  End  of  the  fame  Mo7ith^  was  puh^ 
Itflied^  hy  an  unknown  Hand^  the  Paper  laid  by 
Dr  Clarke  before  theUpper-Houfe  of  Qonvocati^  ' 
en  ;  withour  any  of  theCirciimjlances ^  by  which 
(I  found  afterwards)  that  Paper  was  explain- 
ed'^ without  the' Bifiops  Refolution  cofifequent 
thereupon ,  and  without  the  Vote  of  the  Lower- 
Hcntfe^  which  followed  upon  That  Refolution. 

In  a  Book^  entitnled  The  PoUtical  State  of 
Great-Britain,  for  the  Month  of  June,  17 14. 
were  publifJ^ed  the  following  Words  :  "  A  few 
"/  Days  after,  [_after  the  Lower-  houfe  ExtraH 
w.isfent  up^']  ''  Dr  Clarke  thought  fit  to  make 
*'  a  Submiflion  to  the  Upper-Houfe  ,  and  to 
*'  deliver  to  their  Lordihips  a  Paper,  where- 
"  in  he  P  R  O  M I S  E  D  neither  to  write  nor 
*'  preach  any  more  upon  thofe  abftrufe  Points. 
"  Whereby  an  End  was  put  to  that  porten- 
"  tous  Aftair.     And,  Oh,  that  All  Divines 

"  would  be  as  wife ,  and  Sacrifice  their 

"  private  Opinions  to  the  Peace  and  Unity 
"  of  the  Church.  "  This  Reprefentation  of 
the  Matter^  appeared  very  much  to  Dr  Clarke's 
Difadvantage  :  And  'tis  ftratige  to  obferve-^  bonf 
the  AutJyor  of  that  Book  [though^  I  fuppofe^ 
not  a  FapiJ}^  yet']  feems  in  earnejl  to  think  it  a 

laudable 
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lawlahls  a?id  Cbrifltan  Part^  for  a  Man  to  fa- 
critice  his  private  Opinions  to  the  Peace  and 
Unity  of  the  Church  -^  that  is,  to  have  NO 
Regard  at  all  to  Truth  in  Matters  of  Religi- 
on, but  07ily  to  a  feeniing  Agreement  or  Uni- 
formity in  Opinions. 

In  the  Political  State  of  Great-Britain  for 
the  Month  of  Jz/Zy,  17 14,  was  a^ain  pub- 
lifJjed  the  Paper  laid  by  Dr  Clarke  before  the 
Upper-Houfe  ^  without  f/jt?  principal  Circum- 
Jiances,  by  which,  it/i'nce  appears.  That  Paper 
IV  as  explained. 

September  gc/,  1714,  "^^  publifieJ  a 
Book,  entituled,  "  The  Equality  of  the  Sou 
"  and  Holy  GhofI:  with  the  Father ,  To  which 
"  is  fubjoined  a  C-onfutation  of  Dr  Clarke's 
"  Scripture-doclrine  of  the  Trinity,  out  of 
"  his  own  previous  Writings. 

In  the  Month  of  Oclober,  17 14,  "^as  pub- 
lified  a  Book,  zmitten  by  Mr  Welch  man,  en- 
tituled, Dr  Clarke's  Scripture-Doctrine  ex- 
amined. 

The  fame  Month,  in  a  Book  entituled.  The 
Hiflory  of  the  Firfl  and  Second  Seilion  of  the 
laft  Parliament,  page  21,  were  publifoed  the 
foUowingWords  ^  "  The  Upper-Koufe  of  Con- 
"  vocation  being  made  fenfible,  that  he  had 
'*  made  a  Sacrifice  of  his  private  Opinions  to 
*'  the  Peace  and  Unity  of  the  Church  ^  and 
*'  that  by  this  Prudent  and  Chrijlian  Behavi- 
*'  oar  (5cc.  About 
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About  the  fame  Tiffte^  catne  out  feveral  0- 
ther  Accounts  of  the  Proceedings  of  the  Con- 
vocation relating  to  this  Matter  :  Moft  of 
which  feemed  to  rcprefoit  Dr  Clarke  as  ha- 
ving made  fiich  Compliatices^  as  could  not  but 
be  a  great  Difcouragement  to  All  who  placed 
their  Relis^ion  in  a  free  and  impartial  Study  of 
the  Scriptures. 

Thefe  Thi?igs  raifed  fuch  Uneafinefs  in  the 
Minds  of  many  honeft  and  wel/-d/fpofed  Per- 
fons^  as  gave  Occafion  to  the  Writing  of  That 
Letter  to  Dr  Clarke,  ivhich  is  pitblijhedin  the 
following  Papers^  N°  7.  By  Means  of  which 
Letter^  I  obtained  a  Copy  of  the  Papers^  No  5 
/7«i/No  9;  The  publi(Ijing  of  which^  may  (^tis 
hoped)  be  a  Means  of  preva'dirig  with  Dr 
Clarke,  to  ^ive  the  Worlds  fome  Time  or  other^ 
a  flill  more  particular  Account  of  this  whole 
Affair, 


AN 
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An  APOLOGY  for  Dr  Clarke  :  Coni 
tabling  an  Account  of  the  late  Pro- 
ceedings in  Convocation  upon  his 
Writings  concerning  the  Trinity. 
Being  a  Collet  ion  of  federal  Original 
faperSy  fonfe  of  which  ne'ver  befort 
VubliflKd, 


A/o 


I. 


The  Complaint  of  the  Lowcr-Houfe 

Jw\c  2.  1 7 14. 

To  His  Grace  the  Lord  Archhip.^op  of  Canter- 
bury, and  the  Lords  the  Bifljops  of  the 
Province  6?/"  Canterbury  ///  Convocation  af- 
feinbled.  The  Ch'rgy  of  the  Lower-Houfe 
of  Convocation  humbly  Rcprefent^ 

THAT  a  Book  hath  of  late  been 
pubhflied       and      difperfed 
throughout    this     Province, 
Intituled,  The  Scripture-Docirine  of  the 

B  I  rinityt 
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Trinity.  In  Three  Parts.  Wherein  all  th^ 
Texts  in  the  Nerp  Tefl anient  relating  to 
that  Do^rine^  and  the  Principal  Taj] ages 
in  the  Liturgy  of  the  Church  of  England^ 
are  collected ^  compared^  and  examined. 
By  Samuel  Clarke^  D.  D.  Rccior  of 
St  James's  Wcftminftcr^  and  Chaplain 
in  Ordinary  to  Her  Majejiy  :  And  fe- 
vcral  Dctcnfcs  thcrcot,  by  the  lame 
Author.  Which  Book  and  Dcfcnfcs 
do,  in  our  Opinion^  contain  Ailer- 
tions  contrary  to  the  Catholick  Faith^ 
as  received  and  declared  by  this  Rc- 
tormcd  Church  of  En^and^  concern- 
ing  Three  Per  fans  of  One  Suhflance^ 
PoJrer  and  Eternity ^  in  the  ZJnity  of 
the  Godhead :  And  tending  moreover 
to  perplex  the  Minds  of  Men  in  the 
Solemn  Aftsot'  Woriliip^  as  direded 
by  our  Eftablillied  Liturgy^  to  the 
great  Grict  and  Scandal  ot  pious  and 
Ibbcr- minded  Chridians. 

And    whereas    there     arc    divcrfe 
Pallagcs    in   the   Book  of    Common- 
Prayer^ 
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Prayer^  and  in  the  Thirty-nine  Arti- 
cles^ which  are  directly  oppoied  to 
inch  Heretical  Allertions^  \Vc  do 
further  reprcfent  to  your  Lordlhips 
That  even  thcfe  Pallages  have  by  the 
fa  id  Author  been  wrcftcd  with  fuch 
Subtlety^  as  may  both  teach  and 
tempt  the  Unftable  and  Infinccre  to 
comply  with  the  Laws^  which  re- 
quire them  to  declare  their  unfeign- 
ed Aflcnt  and  Confenc  to  the  laid 
Book  of  Common-Prayer^  and  to  fub- 
fcribe  to  the  faid  Articles^  and  nc- 
verthelefs  to  retain  and  propagate 
the  very  Errours^  which  are  moft  in- 
confiftent  with  fuch  their  Declaration 
and  Subfcription. 

It  is  with  the  utmoft  Concern  that 
we  behold  thele  daring  and  dange- 
rous Attempts^  to  fubvert  our  Com- 
mon Faith^  to  corrupt  the  Chriitian 
Worfhip^  and  to  defeat  the  Church's 
main  End   in    ngr^e'wg   upon  her  Arti^ 

B  1  cics 
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tics:,  namely^  The  avoiding  of  Dii/er- 
fit)  of  OpiriiotiSj  and  the  eflahlijhing 
of  Covjcnt  touching  1  rue  Religion, 

And  W'e  cannot  tlierct'orc  but 
think  our  fclvcs  bound^  in  Duty  to 
God  and  his  Church,  in  Di(charge  of 
the  weighty  Truft  rcpolcd  in  Us  as 
Members  ot*  this  Synod,  and  in  Cha- 
rity to  the  Souls  coinmittcd  to  our 
Care,  moft  carneiily  to  belecch  your 
Loidlhipi  to  take  the  Prcmifes  into 
your  Serious  and  Godly  Confiderati^ 
on;  Alluring  your  Lordlhips  of  our 
molt  Dutilul  and  Ready  Concurrence 
in  any  proper  Methods,  which  may 
cftcftually  put  a  Stop  to  this  growing 
Miichiet.,  and  remove  trom  our  felvcs 
the  Reproach^  which  our  Silence  on 
fo  important  an  Occafion  might  juftly 
brine  upon  Us, 


THE 


c  13 ; 

.    AT"   0. 

THE 

ANSWER 

O  F    T  H  E 

BISHOPS. 

June  ^tb,  1714, 

THE  Bifhops  hit^hly  approve 
the  7cal  ot  the  Lowcr-Hc'ufe 
for  the  Prcfcrvation  ot"  the  Carho- 
lick  Faith,  cxpreflcd  in  their  Repre- 
fentation  laid  betorc  this  Houle  the 
laft  Scflion  ;  wherein  they  declare 
their  Concern  for  the  great  Scandal 
given  to  Pious  and  Sober-minded 
Chrifiians,  by  f(jmc  Book^  lately  pub- 

liihcd 
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Iiflicd  by'Dr  Clarke,  and  their  Ap- 
prehcnfion  of  the  Mifchicfs  and  dan- 
gerous Confequences  that  may  enfu<^ 
thereupon.  The  Bifliopl  think  the 
Lower-Houfe  had  juft  Rcafon  for  fuch 
their  Complaint,  and  will  take  it  in- 
to their  Confideration  what  is  proper 
to  do  on  this  Qccafion. 


Theii 
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Their  M  £  S  S  A  G  Eto  the 

Lower'Houfe  ^     dire&ing    att 
Extraft  of  Particulars  out  of 
the  Books  comflaind  of. 

June  13.  1714* 

THE  Bifliops  having  taken  in- 
to thcrir  Con'  deration  what  i^ 
proper  to  be  done  in  relation  to  the 
Book^  and  ieveial  Defenfes  thereof^ 
complained  ot  by  the  Lower-Houfe 
on  the  ad  of  this  Inftant  ^nm^  do 
think  it  proper  that  (for  the  clearer 
Proceeding  ot  the  Convocation  in  this 
MatterJ)  an  ExtraSi  fhould  be  made 
of  thofe  Paflages  in   the  faid   Books, 

which 
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which  give  grcatcfi:  Offenle  and  arc 
moft  liable  to  Cciirurc.  And  they  do 
recommend  it  to  the  Lower- Hoiile, 
that  they  would  with  all  convenient 
Speed  prepare  fuch  an  ExtKiiSi  and  lay 
it  before  this  Houfe,  together  with 
their  Obfervations  thereupon. 


n 


'je 
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The    EXTRACT    of 

Particulars  Lud  he-^ 
fore  the  BiOiops ,  by  the 
Lovver-Houfc. 

Jwiei-^,  1714* 
M.t)  it  yU.ife  your  Grace  and  pur  LerMJps, 

THE  Lowcr-Houfc,  in  piirfu- 
ancc  of  what  your  Lordlliips 
were  picafcd  to  recommend  to  them 
in  your  Fapcr  of  the  12th  Inftant^ 
have  extraftcvd  fome  PalTages  out  of 
Dr  Clarke s  Scrip t we -DoBrine  of  the 
Trinity^  and  the  Defcnfes  thereof, 
and  have  dilpofcd  the  ExtraSi  they 
have  made  under  the  following  f  Tcads^ 
with  a  diftuia  Regard  to  the   fcveral 

C  Mitttcri 


(  i8) 

Matters   of  Conij^-laint^    contain'd  in 
their  late  Rcprdciitation. 

I.  Ailcrtionjj  contrary  to  the  Ca- 
tholick  Faith  ^  as  received  and  de- 
clared by  this  Pveformcd  Cliiirch  of 
E^jjoLtncL  concern in<j[  Three  Perlons  of 
One  Subftance^  Power  and  Eternity^ 
in  the  Unity  of  the  Godhead. 


Script  nre'V  Mr  hie  of  the  Tmiity^  pag. 

^65.   lin.  2. 
"  h  it  [/.  c.  the  Word^    'o^o«a,c^^ 
whicli  we  tranflatc  of  One  Stibjiancc 
with  the  Father j    be  iinderftood  to 

iigniiic  • One    indrjrdital    Sub- 

ftancc^     this  will   be   properly 


cc 

cc 


One  Sitlfjience^  or  One  Tcrjon  only. 


Letter  to  T)r  Wells^  pag.  47.  1.  10. 
'^  Now  this^  1  iay^  [t^/'x.   That  in 
^*  the  Godhead   there  arc  Three  Ferfons 
of  the  jame  Diz^ine  Indi'vidnal  Ef 
jence~]   is  an  exprefs  Contradiction  in 
the  very  Terms. 

Anfrver 


cc 
<c 
cc 
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Anfivcr  to  the  Author  of  fonie  Cstifi- 

derations^   p.   2:: 4.   1.   12. 

^^  If  the  Father^   the  Son,  and  the 

^^  Holy    Spirit^     be  conceived  to    be 

^^  All  but   One  bidrjidnal  Being  •,    it 

follows  of  necelliry^    that  the  Son 

and  Holv   Spirit  have  no  Bein<z   at 


''  all. 


Ihid.   pag.  aSp.   I  in.  S. 
^^  That  Tiro  Perfons  lliould  be  One 
*^'  Bei/7{r^  is  (I  think  j  a  nianifefi:  Con- 
^^  tradidion. 

Ibid.  pag.  297.   lin.  4. 
^^  This    [^vi'x..  That  the  Father    and 
^^  Son  are  Both  but   One  and  the   Sa»Je 
Indii)idual  Being]   1  think^  is  an  ex- 
prefs  Contradiclion. 


CC 


N.  B.  That  the  Words  EJfence, 
Beings  and  Suhjiancc^  are  ufcd  by  this 
Author  as  equivalent  Terms ^  *vid. 
Script itrC'Doch-ine^     pag,   243.    lin.    i 

C  :j  iind 
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and  p.  Pag.  270  ^  XII.  lin.  2.  Pag. 
27a.  lin.  2.  Pag.  a8p  §  XIX.  lin.  2. 
Pag.  54P  J  XL.  lin.  2.  Pag,  350  5 
XLL  lin.  2.  Pag.  372.  J  LI.  lin.  3, 
Pag.  373.   lin.   i>>. 

Anjrver  to  the  Author  of  fowe  Con- 
Jideratjotis^  p.  22^.   1.  p. 

Scriptwe-VoSlrine^  p.    429. 1.  10. 
'^'^  There  are  hot—  Three  Eternal 

*^^  Perfons, 
JbuL  lin.  17.     ^^  There  are  not — 

^^  Three  Uncreated  Perfons. 
Jbtd.  //;;.  pcmtlt.    "  There  are  not 

^^  ' — Three  Almighty  Perfons. 

II.  PaiTagcs  tending  to  perplex  the 
Minds  of  Men  in  the  Solemn  Afts  of 
WorOfip^  as  direded  by  our  Eftabli- 
flicd  Liturgy. 

All  the  Paflages  before-cited  have, 
in  Our  Opinion^  this  Tendency  : 
More  particularly  thofe  whereby  the 

Author 
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Author  pretends  to  explain  fome  Ex- 
predions  in  the  'Nicetie  and  Athanajian 
Greeds^  which  are  Parts  ot*  our  Divine 
Service. 

Of  the  like  Tendency  arc  his 
Comments  [Scriptnrc'DoSirinc  ^  Part 
III.  Chap.  II.  pag.  ^15^  (>c.]upon 
divers  other  FA'prefllons  in  the  laid 
Creeds^  in  the  Doxology^  Litany 
Collefts^  and  bthcr  Oflkes  of  Devo- 
tion. In  which  the  Cluirch  mani- 
feftly  intends  the  VVorlhip  of  the 
Trinity  in  Unity^  and  afcribes  one 
and  the  fame  Glory  to  the  Three 
Perfons^  without  any  Difference  or 
Inequality. 

But  the  moft  Offenilve  Paflage  un- 
der this  Head,  feems  to  be  in  p.ig. 
4;  6  of  the  faid  Book:  Where  ha- 
ving firft  connefl:ed  the  proper  Pre- 
face for  Trwity  Sunday  with  the 
Words,    0   Lord  [Holy  Father]    Al- 

7jnghty 
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viighty^  Ez'erljjii/j(f  God^  without  ta- 
king notice  that  the  Words  [Holy  Fa- 
thet'^  arc  cxprclsly  ordcr'd  to  be  o- 
inittcd  on  that  Day  \  He  afterwards 
allcTts^  that  the  lirft^  obvious^  na- 
tural and  grammatical  Sound  of 
the  whole  Scntcnce_,  is  ^  that  the 
Terpen  of  the  Father  is  not  One  0?ily 
^crjon^  but  three  Terfws,  Which 
Proceeding  of  this  Author^  is  not  on- 
ly  a  manitcft  and  grols  Mifreprefcn- 
tation  o{  this  particular  Form  of 
Devotion  ,  but  rendcth  greatly  to  per- 
plex the  Minds  of  Men  in  the  life  of 
it^  by  infinuatingj  that  whiht  they 
arc  here  acknowledging  the  Ofie  God 
to  be  Not  0/ic  Only  'Perjon^  but  Three 
Fcrfons  in  One  Subftance^  they  arc 
aJl  the  while  addrefllng  thcmfelves 
to  the  Per  I  on  of  the  Father  fingly^ 
and  abfurdly  declaring  Hi/n  to  be 
Not  One  Only  Terjon^  but  Three  fer- 
jon^. 

III. 


r  29  J 

IIF.  Paflagcs  in  the  Liturgy  and 
XXXIX  ArticIcG^  wicftcd  by  Dr 
Clarke  in  fucli  Manner  as  is  complained 
ot  in  the  Rcprefentation. 

For  thefc  we  rcter  to  the  wliolc 
Second  Chapter  ot  Part  III  of  the 
Scripture  Dolirvic  of  the  Trinity^  com- 
par'd  with  Tagc  c  ,  a;id  25  of  the 
Introduction.  In  the  laid  Second 
Chapter,  He  explains  nwny  Tallages 
in  the  Liturgy  and  Articles^  in  a 
Senfc  di redly  contrary  to  the  kmnvn 
Senfe  of  the  Church  ^  and  in  the 
Introduction  He  delires  it  may  be* 
obferved^  that  he  gives  his  Aficnc 
to  tlic  Forms  by  Law  appointed_, 
in  That  vSenle  Only,  wherein  He 
luinfclt  hath  explained  them. 

The  Lower- Houfe  are  pciTwadcd^ 
the  foregoing  Extract  docs  hilly  i up- 
port  their  Reprclentation. 

But    moreover    we    beg   leave    to 

obierve^ 
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obfcrvc,  that  the  Oiicncc  given  by 
the  Books  coiiiplain'd  ot^  I'ccms  to 
Us  to  arifc  not  only  from  Inch 
particular  Farts  and  Paliages  there- 
of as  arc  bct'orc-citcd,  but  t'rom  the 
general  Driit  and  Delign  o(  the 
-wliolc  ^  the  faid  Books,  in  our 
Opinion,  tending  to  nothing  lefs^ 
than  to  fubltitntc  the  Author's  pri- 
vate Conceits,  and  arbitrary  Inter- 
pretations ot'  Scripture^  in  the  Room 
of  thole  Catholic  Do,Srines,  which 
the  (>hurch  protdVes  and  maintains, 
as  warranted  both  by  Scripture  and 
Antiquity. 

Exhih.    25.   JmJii.       '7«4. 
Job,   London  Contmiffar, 


A  CO- 
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TV"  5. 

C  oV  Y 

0  F 

D^  airh\  REPLY 

to  rlic  foregoing  EXTRACT. 

nrO  the  moji  Reverend  lather  in  God 
Thomas  Lord  Arch-Bijhop  of  Can- 
terbury^ Fre  fide  fit  of  the  Com'oca- 
tion  of  the  Province  (?/  Canterbury  ^ 
a^d  the  Ri^ht  Reverend  the  Lordf 
the  Bifljops  of  the  [aid  Frovmcc  in 
Convocation  ajjentbUd. 

IN  reply  to  the  Pirticulars  lent  up  to 
your  Lordlhips  the  23d  Inftant  by  the 
Lower   Hoafe  ,    for  fupport   of  their 
General  Ch  -.r^^c  a^iinft  Dr  CUrke  ^    it 
IS  huinblv  rv-piJicincJ  to    vo-jr   Lordlhips, 


( =^) 

fad  in  general,  that  though  tliere  are  more 
than  9CC  Texts  of  the  tsew  Teftatfieiit  cited 
?ind  explained  hr  him  in  the  Firfi  Part  of 
liis  Scripture-Doctr'nie  of  the  Trinity^  of 
which  the  mod  confiderable  are  again  examin- 
ed at  large,  in  the  Defenfeso^xhQ  faid  Book  ^ 
fo  as  to  be  (in  his  humble  Opinion)  a  fuf- 
ficient  Foundation  of  the  hiferences  drawn 
from  them  :  Yet  it  is  not  alicdged,  that 
Any  One  of  thofe  Texts  has  been  milintcr- 
preted  or  inifapplicd  by  him. 

And  though,  in  the  Sec  ami  Part  of  the 
faid  Scnpture-Doclrine^  he  has  deduced  dif- 
tinclly  in  Fifry-Jive  Prspo/itiom,  the  Dodlrine 
which  (in  his  humble  Opinion)  fcemed  by 
necefthry  Confequence  to  follow  from  the 
fore-circd  Texts  ^  yet  it  is  not  alledged, 
ihat  Any  Onf  of  thofe  Hropo/itions^  wherein 
his  whole  Doctrine  is  dilUncliy  cxprefled, 
is  fJfc  or  erroneous. 

But  the  Particulars  arc  wholly  founded 
upon  his  Explications  of  fome  Metaphyjiciil 
1  Tunis  not  found  in  r.crjptitre  ^  concerning 
the  Senfe  of  which  Words,  it  muft  be  con- 
fiflled  that  Learned  Men  have  been  of  va- 
rious Opinions,  And  if  it  fliall  appear,  that 
hr  Oath  has  explained  thofe  Terms  no  o- 
fhenvifc,  thin  very  Many  of  the  Antient 
Fathers  of  the  Cnurch,  and  of  our  mofl: 
eminent  Englilh  Divuies,  have  done  before 

him  y 
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Ilim  ;  it  is  humbly  hoped  that  your  Loru- 
fliips  wilKnot  judc^e  fuch  Kxplication  to  he 
worthy  of  Ctniure. 

Tiie  Fjrfl  Head,  is  an  Extracl  of  Affert'wns^ 
complained  of  as  being  contrary  to  the  Catho- 
lick  Faith  {15  received  and  declared  hy  this 
Reforvied  Church  of  Enghjml ,  concerning 
Three  Per  fins  of  One  Subftance  ,  Pow- 
€r  and  Eternity^  in  the  Unity  of  the  Godhead, 

Your  Lordlhips  will  hero  be  plcaftd  to 
obfcrvc,  that,  in  a  Book  of  above  500  Pa- 
ges, the  only  thing  complained  ot  under 
tliis  Head,  is  the  Manner  of  Tranflating 
fome  Ciaufes  of  the  Athanafian  Creed  ^  and 
a  Part  ot  One  other  linglc  Sentence  relating 
to  the  2^'icene.  In  ^vhich  P.illigcs  if  there 
fiould  happen  to  be  found  any  thing  erro- 
neous, yet  'tis  lioped  your  Lordlhips  great 
Candour  und  Goodnefs  would  mike  a  fa- 
vourable Allowance  for  any  fuch  Midake  in 
fo  hrgc  a  Rook.  But  whether  the  Paflagcs 
here  cxtra<5led,  do  contain  any  thing  erro- 
neous, or  not  j  is  humbly  fubmitted  to 
your  Lordlhips  Judgment,  upon  each  of 
the  Particulars. 

7*be  Firlt  is  as  follows.  Script.  DoFt.  of 
the  Trin.  pag.  465,  lin.  2.  "  If  it  [viz. 
"  the  word  luoi«i3-^  which  We  tranflate,  of 
"  One  Suhftance  with  the  Father,^  be  un- 
D  2  ''  derlbod 
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-'  derflood  tofignKy^^One  UsDIf'lDUAL 

"  Suhftance  ^    This   will   be    properly • 

"  One  Snhfiflence^  or  One  Perfon  only. 

That  One  JNDI?^IDUAL  Suhftajice,  is  the 
fame  ;is  One  Suhjiflence^  is  as  5elf-evident  as 
any  Propofition  C3n  be,  whofe  Terms  are 
identical. 

Your   Lordlliips   will  therefore    obferve, 
that,  whit  is  here  complained  of  as  contrary 
to  the  Catholick  Faith,    is    the  denymfr  the 
word  oyLOHjtQ-  to  (ignify,of  One  INDIVIDUAL 
Subftance  with  the  Father :    Whereas  our 
Church  tranilates  it  only,  of  ONESnbftance 
with  the  Father.     Now  the  Englifh  word, 
One^  being  ambiguous  j   and  equally  capa- 
ble of  being  underftood  to   mean    Ojie  in 
tsumher^  or  One  in  Kind -^    tis  humbly  con- 
ceived,   the  Sence  of  the  Church  fliould  not 
be  judged  of  from  the  EngliJIj  word,    which 
is     flifibigiions  ^      but    from     the    original 
.  Greek  word,    which  is  not  amhigitous.     For 
in  all  profane   Authors  ,     tis  agreed,    the 
word   oixonatQ-  always  (ignifics,   of  One  Sub- 
flaiice    in    Kind  •,     not,     of    One    Snb(lance 
in  Number  :     And  'tis  humbly  fubmitted 
\Q   your    Lordfhips    Judgment  ,     whether 
any    Ortliodox   Ecclefiaflical    Writer    ever 
departed  from    the   received   Senfc    of    it, 
to  exprefs  the  Latter  Notion,    which  they 
jjid    not    want    Other    proper    words  for. 

The 
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The  Council  of  ^/V^  in  particular,  in 
Their  Creed,  by  affirining  the  Son  to  bc» 
not  *<tIa  t;  -mrfiU  the  ^xihftiince  of  the  Father^ 
but  iK  <?■  »Victf  T?  T*Tf.9f  FROM  the  ^nhftance  of 
the  Fjther  ^  fccm  evidently  to  declare,  that  by 
the  wor-j  iuo«V/©-  they  did  not  mean,  of  One 
JNDiriDUAL  Sub/lance,  or  One  Subftancein 
NUjMBFR.  What  They  themf  elves  pro felVeJ 
they  fJni  mean  by  it,  is  thus  recorded  by 
Eitfebhis :  Upon  the  Debate  (Qith  he)  it 
was  a£reed^    that  by  v.  ,  ^ 

the  words,       of  One    ,^v.^..  ^- ^.fU<fvtiv 

*■'  Subftancc  with  the  ««'*'  •^w  TmtH  ri  ouot<riev, 
"Father",  fJjouU  be  •^,'^-'"^»^'n«'  ^^'?^f"*^,'^f;^ 
intended  to  he  ajjer-  n  Qi^  iu^Anav'^ulv^ /^  ttS 
ted  This  only,  that  ';^'*  '^ ,  >s>3'»""^oj'  >!/t-~ 
there  is  no  owinituac  ^  ^vai  k^  i~if^.(  mo<  Cm- 
between    the     Son    of  ^f'^y<  ^  »^/«(.  a>a*  U-ri 

uod  ami  the  L-natitres    jud  .un-.  Hh.  i ,  ^ ^^ud  The- 

made   by    him  ^    hut    o/or'it.  lib.  i. 

that  he  is  in  ail  things  likened  unto  his  Father 

only,  who  he^at  him  ,  and  that  he  is  ?iot  from 

any  other  Sidfiflence  or  Subflance,    hut  from 

his  Father,     The  fame  appears  from  thofe 

other  words  in  their  Creed  ;,  ^or  u  d«r,  ^iv  u 

9r.;TCf,  God  of  God, '{  Light  of  Light :   Which 

Similitude  ,       J'^f^^^i 

Martyr    in    his   Dia-      t  Nfqiullusdubiro,quinPj. 

t  •  ■  ,        'T     .  J         t^e^^.'ic3Bni  hu:c  pravo  I  Sabcl- 

logLie     Vv'itil      IryfJJO,    juab]  conccrmi  doftrma- dc 

long  before  the  Coun- 
cil 
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Fil'u   tbJ  o|z»h*"i"    occurrere    cil     of     A/(V         VCry 
volucrinc ;  coin,  poflquam  di-    t        ^i:     ^.,i    j-\-     ni 

xcranr,  Ff/mm  /  r.rrrr.  5«A-   largely  and  diitindlv 

fijntu  grnitum  e(ff^   moxad-    expllins  ^         lllOWing; 
dune,  Df-m  ^f  D«,  Lwwn  if     ^Upr^hv      thnt  \t    w^q 

xi/wni-.    Njm  h's  verbis  fig-    tnereov ,   rnir  ir   was 

nificanr,  Filium  Dei  ira  pcni-    the      5enfe      of      the 

^Tn  n'  ^.^''m  '''^''  ^T'   Church  in  His  Time, 

de  Deo,   qucmadniodum  Lu-  i       f<  i 

ncn  oc  Liim/rf  ALTERo  tc-   that  the  oo;i  was  de- 
ccDditur.    bhU  Dffcrf.  Sill,  fived   from  the    Fa- 

2,  cap.   I,  §  12.  ,  ^ 

r/7^r,  as  Viie  hire  is 
lighted  from  J?iother  •,  in  oppofition  to 
Thofc,  who  comp,ired  him  to  the  Lijf^Jjt  or 
Splendor  of  the  Sun,  which  has  no  diftind 
Sub  ft ftcnce  of  lis  own.  Your  Lordfhips  will 
alfo  obfcrvc,  that  the  Writers  of  the  Fourth 
and  followinc;  Centuries,  conftantly  ufc  the 
word  'ofxeifiQ-^  in  oppofition  cither  to  7«u7b«Vi©- 
or  taroUiQ- ,  which  latter  word  properly  (lo;- 
iiiHcs,  of  One  JWDIJlDrJI.  Suhftance,  or 
Que  Sitbf}ancc  in  AUMBER.  The  Coun- 
cil   of  Cbtilcedon^    in    Iheir  Creed  ,    have 

Thcle  words  *,  iuo*<riop  txS  •wetr^i  yj.ri  thk  0«o7W7tt,  )c) 
iutitTior   ifjxiK  yj,!*  tmv  dv^fuTnTyrtLy      CtOnfubfidntUU 

to  bis  Father  according  to  his  Godhead^  and 
Confubjlantial  to  Us  according  to  bis  Mm- 
hood:  Which  (hows  evidently,  that  Thit 
Council  did  not  underftand  o//o»V«©-  to  fig;- 
nifv,  of  One  INDIJ'IDUAL  Suhflance,  or  On<i 
Suhflance  in  NUMBER.  St  Bajil,  Epilh  300, 
thus  explains  the  word  ^   iv-n  xi » (pav^i  )y  7i  n 

t«v7rJ«/Lto«V/cr,«t>x'  tTifov  JTi'f^*  This  very  word  cor- 

reels 
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reBs  the  falfe  Notion  of  Sabellius  ;  for  One 
thing  is  not  confuhftanti/il  to  itjelf  but  0ns 
thing  is  co7ifubflantiiil  to  Another.  Nor  (*tis 
humbly  prefumed)  cm  any  pailage  be  al- 
leg;jd  out  of  any  Orthodox  Ecclefiaftical 
Writer,  wherein  the  word  is  ufed  in  any 
other  Senfe.  So  that  it  is  in  your  Lord- 
Ihips  Judgment,  whether  That  which  This 
Complaint  Tuppofes  to  be  the  Catholick 
Faith,  be  not,  on  the  contrary,  plainly  con- 
tradided  by  the  Council  of  Nice  and  Other 
following  Councils  ^  and  the  Dodrine 
which  is  complamed  of  under  this  Head,  be 
not  clearly  alferted  by  thofe  Councils. 

Among  Modern  eminent  Writers ,  'tis 
known  that  Dr  Sherlock  in  his  Books  con- 
cerning the  Trinity  •,  Bp  BuUin  his  Dejen- 
fio  FtJci  NtcALJi^^  SecJ.  2,  cap.  1,  §  12  ^ 
and  Dr  CuJzvorth  in  his  Intellcdual  Syftem, 
pag,  6c4,  cS:c.  do  very  largely  and  witli 
great  Learning  (how,  that  the  J^tcietit  JFri- 
ters  of  the  Church  did  All  underftand  the 
word  ifAi4ffi&-  in  This  fenfe  j  And  declare 
Thtmfchcs  of  the  Gine  Opinion, 

Laflly,  'tis  humbly  fubmitted  to  your 
Lordihips  judgment,  whether  the  word^,  of 
One  INDIVIDUAL  SubRance  with  the 
Father^  be  not  the  Very  Notion  of  Sabell/us  y 
and  conCequently  cannot  be  the  Crh'olick 
Faith.  Neither  ('tis  hunibly  prefuiiied)  does 

the 
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the  Church  of  En^lam/  ViV  where  affirm  ifie 
Son  to  be  of  One  IMWlDUAls  Sul'flamc 
u'ilIi  the  Father  :  The  words,  [_of  Om  Sub- 
fiance^  in  tlic  Firfl  of  the  39  Articles,  and 
where  elfe  it  is  ufed,  being  evidently  inten- 
ded as  a  Tranflation  of  the  word  ouo«V/©-. 

The  following  Pailig^cs  under  this  Head, 
extracted  out  of  the  Defenfes  of  the  Scrip- 
Mdre-ilo&rhie  of  the  Trintty  ^  being  all  found- 
ed upon  the  Ufe  of  the  fame  word,  hiJi- 
'i'iiiual :  'Tis  humbly  hoped,  your  Lordlhips 
will  not  j'JtIge  them  worthy  of  CciTfure  ^ 
if  whit  his  been  above  faid  concerning  the 
true  Signification  of  the  word  hu^ittiQ-^  be 
not  found  to  be  erroneous. 

The  remaining  Paflagcs  under  the  fame 
Head,  extricleJ  out  of  the  Scriptwe-dotU 
rine  of  the  Trtu'jty^    pag.   429,   (]viz.   There 

are  not Three   Etertial  Perfons  :    There 

tire  not Three  Uncreated  Perfons  :   7  here 

are  hot Three  AlrnJchty  Pcrfom  -/J   your 

I^nKhips  will  be  plcalcd  to  obfcrve,  arc 
not  Affertions  of  the  Author^  but  the  words 
ot  tlie  Athanafuin  Creed  itfelf  as  ('tis  hum- 
bly Conceived)  they  ought  to  be  tranflated. 
For,  the  Adjcdives,  which  in  the  vulgar 
Knghfh  Vcrfion  are  ambiguous,  [Three 
Eternal^  Three  Uncreated^  Three  Ahnig^h- 
ties^"^  are,  in  th'j  Greek  or  Latin  Origi- 
nal^  without  Ambiguity,   [rf^f  ci/«V/«/,  tres 

atcrni, 


(  33  ) 

seterni,  Three  eternal  Perfo?is  j  TffTc  iKn^oi^ 
tres  increati.  Three  uncreated  Perfons  ,  tji^c 
rrcLP-nXuyxiM)/,  trcs  Oinnipotciitcs,  Three  Al- 
?nighty  Perfons  y\  the  Mafculinc  Adjeclive 
alone,  v/hen  ufed  without  any  Subfl::intive 
adjoined  ,  always  fignifying;  Perfons :  As 
is  ihovvn  at  large  in  the  Comment  on  Mat. 
19,  17,  in  the  Defenfe  of  the  Scriptitre- 
BoHrine.  And  wliereas  the  words  [THERE 
(ire  not^  are  here  put  inftcad  of  the 
vulc^ar  Kendring  ['THET  are  twt 'j~\  'tis 
liumbly  conceived  that  This  is  the  truer 
rnnflation ,  for  the  following  Reafons. 
i//,  Bccaufe  in  the  very  next  Claufe,  even 
in  tlic  vulgar  Tranflation,  the  very  fame 
words  arc  fo  rcndrcd  ,  THERE  are  not^ 
fnot,  THEY  are  not^  Three  hicomprehen- 
fthles.  And  2^/y,  bcciufe  in  this  Rcndring, 
[THERE  are  not  Three  Abnighty  Perfons, 
but  One  Almighty  Perfon,^  the  fecming  Con- 
tradidion  is  more  cafily  removed,  by  diftin- 
guifliing  the  Signification  of  the  word  AU 
mighty  -^     than    in    th:it    other    Rendring, 

[THEY  are  not  Thrse but    One -^ 

ivliich,  without  fuch  Difljnc^ion ,  might 
be  thought  to  favour  Sahell'tanifm.  And  that 
there  is  juft  ground  for  diftinguifhing  the 
Signification  of  the  word  Abnighty^  in  or- 
der Jo  to  remove  the  feeviing  ConiradiElion , 
appears  fiom  hence,  that  in  this  very  Creed, 

E  the 
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th"  words  [^  Three  Aluu^hties  ^  arc  ( in  tiie 
Greek  Copy  of  Henry  Stephens^)  not  rpf^c 
T4r7s*f*7T{c<,  Three  Suprevte  over  All-^  but 
only  -rarTt/vraqu*/,  aU-powerful :  Whereas  in 
the  followinc^  words,  {_Sittethon  the  right 
H tin  J  of  the  Father^  God  Ah?tjghty^  it  is 
wcTTiKfiT^f^  Supreme  over  Ail^ 

Under  the  Second  Head,  Cotnphint  is 
made  to  your  F.ordlliips,  that  All  \yc  (Inkers 
Commcnis  upon  the  T  /iturg\\  (Part  III,  cL 
2.)  tend  to  PERPLEX  the  Minds  of  Men  in 
fhefolcrnn  A:is  of  J^piihip^  as  dtre&ed  by  our 
eJlMiihed  Liturgy, 

Ho^v  and  in  what  pinticrthir  marmer  they 
rend  to  Perplex  Mens  Minds,  is  not  faid. 
Tn  Repiv  to  the  general  Charge  therefore, 
'tis  humbly  reorclcntcd  to  your  Lordlhips, 
that  the  '•^'hoie  and  only  Deflgn  of  thefe 
Comments,  inftcad  of  introducing:  Perplexi- 
ty <nid  C'lnfufiori^  was,  on  the  rontrary,  to 
afTill  Men  to  frame  in  their  Minds  fuch  D//- 
tin'^  Notions  in  their  Acls  of  Religious 
Worfliip,  as  ('tis  humbly  conceived)  the 
Texts  of  Scripture  cited  in  the  Eirfl  Part  of 
the  Scripturc-BoBrine^  and  the  Pafj]iges  of 
the  Ijturgj  in  the  firn  Chapter  of  the  Third 
Vjrt^  do  tlcarlv  furnilh  them  with.  Whe- 
ther the  aforefaid  Ccnimcnts  do  really  and  in 
ctft'^  promote  That  finccre  Endeavour  and 

Dcfig;! 
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DcHp^n,  or  fon  the  contnrv  j)  introduce  Per- 
plexity and  Confufion  ^  is  humbly  fubmitted 
to  your  I.ordihips  Judgment. 

7  he  Reiifon  and  Ground  of  the  aforcfiid 
Chir(;e,  is  I'uggeftcd  to  be,  that  tlie  Church 
^fcrjbcs  One  and  the  pimc  Glory  to  the  Three 
fdrfons^  wttbour  /rny  Difference  or  Liequali- 
t)\  But  thouj^h  the  proper  Prcfice  for  Tri- 
fiity-Sund/i%\  docs  indeed  fuppule  the  Glory 
of  the  Three  Ferforis  to  be  the  fame, 
without  any  Difference  or  Inequality,  with 
regird  to  the  Notion  of  One  Siil>fljnce  men- 
tioned in  that  Freficc  ^  yet  'tis  humbly 
conceived,  that  from  the  TexSs  of  Scripture 
cited  in  the  F:rl}  Part  of  the  Scripture- 
DoHrine^  f  wherein  the  Acknowledgment  of 
Chri/1  as  LorJ^  is  dccl  ired  to  be  To  the  Glo- 
ry of  God  the  Ftither  ;,)  and  from  the  nume- 
rous l^alfiges   of  the    Antient    Fathers    and 

moft  eminent  Modern 
■*  Divines^  in  the  Se- 
cond PiTTt  of  that 
Book,  (wherein  liiofe 
Writers  clearly  main- 
tain the  Supreme  Ho- 
noitr  ef  God  the  ha^ 
tber  j )  and  from  the 
\'trf  many  Places  of 
the  Liturgy^  cited  in 
the  jirjl  Ujapter  of 
li  2  the 


*   nifhop    Fcurrir^     nilliop 

//  i>  t»  be  o'>i'fr\-r.f  I  lairh 
the  Icjrncd  H-tlnp  Bu!/,  in 
Ims  Dik-jurJc  rf,iu-(,rning  the 
I -valence  a. id  Ninuc  of  An- 
^clsj  that  in  the  Ccmcncinc 
^'fi^ey,  (P*  cjtl'cd^)  n'^iib  if 
by  tfx  Ldrned  an  all  hjndt 
"^tfi-jJeJ  ta  hr  \-fry  Ancifnt^ 
•"/  tt  contain  tl>e  Order  «/ 
Harfhfp  a^'f'■  fi  in  the  F .tilern 
r^.vK-'if/  !-;:ie  thf  Times  rf 
CoflftiOciD-  .  jH  tJ.e 


( ?^ ) 

rrsrrs  tre dheOed  to  GOD.  tlic  TbirJPart  of  the 
\"?^^rJ?T  °^.^^^  .^?'!   faid  Book,    fwhcrein 

/f  fr.t/r./,  [this  cvidrnrly  thc  SoU  and  HOly 
fhows  how  the  Uarncd  Bilh-  (^]\^q{[  ^re  CXPrefslv 
op  thougf'c  It  dcfirablc  they  i^    t  ^  i,i„^,,^ 

(hcuu  be,]  m  (?.r  Li;«r;;.  dccbrcd  to  be  honour- 
ed, as  beino;  mojl  High 
in  the  Glory  of  Go  J  the  Father-^  and 
thc  proper  Authority  and  Offices  of  each 
of  thc  Three  Perfons  arc  diftin(^ly  let 
forth  0  ^rom  thcfc  Grounds,  'tis  luiiu- 
bly  conceived,  it  may  juflly  be  collcL^i"- 
ed,  that  it  never  was  thc  Doclrine  or 
Pra'aife,  cither  of  the  Catholick  Church, 
or  of  the  Church  of  EnglirJ  in  particular, 
to  afcribe  /n  iiU  refpeFls  One  and  the  fame 
Glory,  Honour  andWorjhif,  TO  the  Three 
Terfons,  without  any  Difference  or  Inequa- 
lity I,  and  fo  exclude  all  real  Suhordinatr- 
on  of  thcSccond   and  Third  Pcrfon  to  the 

Firfl.  ^        ^ . 

But  the  mofl  offenfive  ?affage  under  thn 
Head,  is  faid  to  be  in  pag.  476  of  thc  fame 
Book  5  "  where  having  firjl  connecied  the 
*'  Proper  Preface  for  Trinity-Sunday,  with 
*'  the  Words  (0  'Lord,  \tioly  Father']  Al- 
*'  mighty  Everlajling  God,)  without  taking 
*'  votice  that  the  Jf^ords  [Holy  Father]  arc 
««  exprefsly  ordered  to  be  omitted  on  That 
"  T><iy  ,  he  afterwards  ajferts,  that  the  first 
«  obvious^  jiatural,  and  grammatical  Sound  oj 
w  the  whole  Sentence^  is,    that  the  Perfon  of 


''  the 
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*'  tbd   Fiither    is    not  One  only  Ptrfon,    Imt 
"  Three  Perfans.      jrhicb  Procee^iinjj:  of  this 
"  Author^    is  not  only  a  m,niifeji  ^vul  grofs 
"  Mifreprefintation  of  this  particular  Form 
"  of  Devotion  •,  huf  tendeth  wreath  to  perplex 
"  the  Minds  of  Men  in  the  Ufe  ofit^  by  in- 
"  finunting  that  wbilf}  they  are  lyere  acknorv- 
*'  ledgin^  the  One  God  to  be  not  One  only  Per- 
"  fon^  but  Three  Perfons   in  One  Subftance, 
^  they   are  ali  the   while  addre/fing    them- 
*'  felves  to  the  Perfon  of  the  Father  fingl\\ 
**  and    abfur^Hy    declaring    h'nn    to   Ik\    not 
"  One  only  Perfon^  but  three  Perfons.  '*    111 
reply  to  which,    *tis  humbly  offered  to  your 
Lordfhips   Confidention ,    th^it  the   Words 
[Holy  Father']  in  the  ralTa5;c  here  referred 
to  of  the  Scripfrtre-Doarine  of  th,J  Trinity^ 
are  included  in  Br.ickets,  to  fignific  they  were 
to  be  omitted,  though  the  Rubrick  direclin;; 
them  to  be  fo  omitted,  wns  purely  throu:;h 
inadvertency    not    added    in    tlic    Margin. 
And  the  Diilicuhy  which   Dr  Clarke  repre- 
fents,   in  undcrftanding  That  PrcfKC  ^    docs 
not   arife    from    hence ,     that    lie    fuppo- 
fes  the  Words  \Holy   hather']  lo  be  ftill  ex- 
preiTcd,    notwith (landing  the   Dircdion   for 
their  being  omitted  •,    Twhich  is  what  the 
Complaint  fucgefts  0   but  from  This,  that 
the  Other  Words,    0  I^rd,  Abrghtx   ever- 
lafling  God,    and  Who  art,  bein^  All  no  lef^ 
perfonal,    than   the  Words  iHoly  Father-] 

which 


which  are  ordered  to  be  otnitted  -^  they 
do  dill,  notwithft-indiFisr  that  OinifTion, 
continue  as  necefTarily  to  (ij^nitie  Go  J  the 
father^  as  if  the  Words  {^^olj^  Father  '\ 
Ind  not  been  omitted.  For  he  humbly 
thinks  it  cinnot  be  conceived,  th.it  the  Words 

[^Abnigbtj GoJ^  which  in  tlic  Scripture^ 

and  in  all  tlie  Ancient 
t  Sec  Bifhop  /v^r/dnonthc    -|-  Fathers,,  and  in  the 

Creed.  F'ti.  4t,  Edir.  ifA.  j^  /if      /^       i       -j  • 

•  s,r«h  on ihc rii'ht  Hand    ^poft'^'^  ^reed ;  and  in 
of  tl\e  i-4tlrr,  G«d  Almnbtj.      ^  tllC  Athanafian  Creed 

it     felf  j   and  in  this 
General  Preface^    as  it  is  ordered  ufually  to 
be  read,   arc  declared  to  ri:»nify  God  the  Fa- 
ther \^  Oio'il  1,   one  day  in  the  Vear,  by  reafon 
of  the  omiliion  of  the  preceding;  word  \Ho^ 
ly Father^   lofe  their  conflint  Sisnihcation. 
*Tis  mani  fed  the  Church  of  Rome^  from  which 
this  Prcficc   was  taken,   underlVmds   thelc 
words,    \A^    '  >'  iflin^  God^   who  art 

d^c'j  to  1  ic; : . . .     ...^  i  ..j..n  oj'the  Father  upon 

Tr imty 'Sunday ^  no  Icfs  than  at  other  times. 
As  appears  froi^i  the  whole  Conftrudioii 
of  this  Preface  in  the  Roman  MiJJjl^  and 
particularly  from  their  not  omitting  the 
word  [Fathef\  upon  Trin/Cj/'Swiday.  The 
Words ,  as  They  ufe  them  ,  arc  tlicfc  ; 
"  [Dommc  Sancle,  Pater  Omnipotens^  «ter- 
"  ne  Deu^ :  Qui,  cum  unigcnito  Filio  tuo 
"  6c  Spiriru  (jnclo,  Unus  cs  Dcus ,  unus 
"  cs  Domiuus  ,    non  in  unius  (ingularitate 

"  Pci'fonar, 
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"  Ferfonx,  fed  in  unius  Trinitatis  fubftui- 
"  tia: :  Quod  enim  de  tua  gloria,  rcvelante  te, 
*'  crcdimus  ^  hoc  de  iilio  tuo,  hoc  de  Spiritu 
•'  S'lnclo,  fine  diffcrcntii  difcretionis  fcnti- 
mus.")  The  Conftruclionofwliich  words 
cvidcnriv  fhow^,  that  the  Difficulty  obfer- 
vcd  b\'  /)r  (lirki  in  the  I'allage  coinplaincd- 
of  to  your  Lord!hips  does  not  depend  on 
the  inicrtion  or  omillion  of  the  words  [Ho- 
if  Ftuher  ;\  and  that  it  is  not  {o  ealy  to 
be  removed  by  any  other  Explication,  as 
by  tiiat  which  is  offered  in  the  \rords  next 
following  the  Talfigc  here  comphincd  of. 

Under  the  Third  Head,  Complaint  is 
made  to  your  LordHiips,  that  Dr  Clarke^  in 
rh.*  whole  2d  Chapter  of  the  Third  Fart  of 
\\\<  Scripturc-dodrine,  has  explained  7nany 
P^ijTtJges  in  the  Uturgj  and  Articles,  in  a 
Senfo  direUly  contrary  to  the  KNO  U'N  ^benjg 
cf  the  Ci^rch, 

The  Senfe  in  which  the  faid  Fa/lages  are 
there  explained,  'tis  humbly  conceived,  is 
fully  Ihown,  in  the  Firfl  Rirt  of  tiie  sJrip- 
turc-dodrine ,  to  be  the  Flain  Senfe  of 
Scripture  ^  and,  in  the  fecond  Part,  to  be 
t!ic  Senfe  of  Munj  (and  tiiofc  the  rnofi  An- 
fient)  Fathers  of  the  Church  -^  and  in  the 
Firft  Chapter  of  the  Third  Part,  to  be  the 
txprcfs  Senfe  of  numerous  plain  FalTages  in 

the 
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the  UtuTgy  ^  and  the  Only  Scnfe  wherein 
(in  his  huinblc  Opinion)  all  Thcfe  can  clear- 
ly be  reconciled  to  each  other.  In  what 
Other  place  or  places,  I'hat  Rule,  which  iri 
the  Complaint  is  called  the  K'NOWN  Senfc 
of  the  Clxirch^  is  to  be  found  j  your  Lord- 
Ihips  will  obferve,  is  not  faid. 

It  is  further  complained,  that  Dr  Clarke 
mh'is  IntrocJuftiofi,  pag.  24  and  2$,  Jejires 
it  may  be  obferved^  that  he  gives  his  Afj'cnt 
to  the  Forms  by  Law  appointed,  in  that 
Senfe  only,  wherein  He  himfelfhath  explained 
them.  And  it  is  humbly  left  in  your  Lord- 
lliips  Judc;mcnt,  whether  any  hncerc  Man 
tan  or  ou^ht  to  afTcnt  to  any  thing  in  an\ 
other  Senfc,  than  in  that  which  appears  to 
Him  (according  to  the  bed  of  his  Under- 
(bnding)tobc  the  only  c^/i^/Zf/jr  Senfc,  in 
which  the  fevcral  Farts  can  be  reconciled 
witii  the  Scriptures  and  with  one  another. 

The  L&ivcr  Hotife  are  verfwaded  ^  the 
forejroing  Extrati  does  fully  fupport  their 
Reprefentation.  But  your  Lordlhips  will 
be  pleafcd  to  obferve,  that  they  have  nor 
fo  much  as  attempted  to  make  good  the  fe- 
vrrefl  part  of  it,  by  declaring];  any  of  D' 
CUrkes  Allcrtions  to  be  Hereticah 

The  lower  lloufe  conclude  with  obfer- 

vwg 
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iiing,  that  the  Offeufi  given  by  the  Books 
compla'nied  of^  feems  to  them  to  iirife  not 
only  from  fitch  particular  Parts  an  J  Fafjages 
thereof  as  are  before-cited  -^  but  from  the 
general  Drift  and  Dejign  of  the  Whole, 
Bur  'tis  humbly  hoped,  your  Lordfhips 
will  be  of  Opinion,  that  No  Whole  can 
have  any  other  Drift  or  Defign,  than  what 
arileth  from  the  Particulars  the  Whole  is 
compofcd  of. 

And  whereas  it  is  allcdt^ed  that  the  f.iid 
Books  tend  to  nothing  lefr^  than  to  fubfli- 
tute  the  Authors  private  Conceits  and  arbi- 
trary Interpretations  of  Scripture^  in  the 
room  of  thofe  Catholick  Do&rines  which  the 
Clyurch  prnfeffes  and  maintains  as  warranted 
both  by  Scripture  and  Antiijuity  :  *Tis  con- 
fciVed,  the  faid  Books  do  indeed  contain 
the  Authors  own  Opinions :  Otlierwifc 
he  would  he  a  very  unfnr  Writer.  But 
thit  His  Inter  pre:  at  ions  are  Arbitrary^  and 
His  Opmions  in  any  part  contrary  to  the 
Do(^rinc  of  Scripture  or  of  the  Citholick 
C>hurrh,  'tis  humbly  hoped  will  not  be  your 
Lordlhips  Jud(;mcnt,  upon  a  Diflincl  Ex- 
aminition  of  the  feveral  Particulars. 

Upon  the  Whole  ^  'tis  with  great  Sub- 
million  rcprefenteJ  to  your  Lordflrr^s,  that 
the  Author  of  the   Books  complained  of, 

F  has 
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hns   made  it    the  conftant    Endeavour    of 
His   Life  to  promote  the  Knowledge  and 
Glory   of  God,  nnd    the    Intercft   of  the 
Chrirtian     Religion,     by    all    His    Adi- 
ons     and    \Vritinn;s :     And    therefore     tis 
humbly   hoped,    the  Author  will   not   be 
thought    capiblc   of    havinc;    had    any   o- 
thcrbeli^n  in  the  Books  now  complained  of. 
To   undoraand  rightly  the  Scripture-Doc- 
trine    in  a  Subjcd  of  fo  great  Difficulty  ^ 
he  was  humbly  of  Opinion,  that  the  Me- 
thod moft  proper  in  it  felf,    as  well  as  molt 
agreeable  to  the  Principles  of  the  Reforma- 
t'ton,  was  to  colled  all  the  Texts  of  the 
New  Tcft,imcnt  relating  to   that   Matter, 
which  arc  in  Number  more  than  900  •,  and 
from    thofe    Texts,    ranged    under    proper 
Heads,  to  deduce  the  whole  Dodrine  in  ge- 
neral ProiX)(itions,  compared  with  the  Opi- 
nions of  the  Ancient  Fathers  of  the  Church 
and  of   Modern   Learned    Divines.      And 
confiderin^,    that  in  the  Liturgy  and  Arti- 
cles of  the  Church  of  Enji^larui,  a  very  great 
Number  of  I^afl.ges  appeared  to  Him  very 
clear  and  cxprefs  for  That  which  he  took  to 
be  the  Doclrine  of  the  Scriptures  •,  and  that 
it  could  not   /;.'r^w^hiin    to  fuppofe,     that 
the  Dodrincs  delivered  in  the  faid  Liturgy 
and  Articles  contradicted  each  other  or  the 
Scriptures-,    to  mikc  his  Work  the  more 
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ufcful,  he  w,i5  cncoungcj  to  attempt  fuch 
an  Explicition  of  all  tliufe  Paifagcs,   as  he 
thought  would  bed  \]\ow  how  they  might 
be  undcrftood  confiftcntly  both  with  llicm- 
felvcs  and  with  the  Scriptures.      In  a  Work 
of  which  Nature,   the  Divine  Authority  of 
the  hifpired  Books  required,   that   the  Ex- 
predions  taken  frovi  Scrij^rure  Ihould  be  made 
the  *  Me  a  fur  d  of  in- 
terpreting    fuch     as 
were   not  taken  from 
Scripture  -^    And    not 
on  the   contrary.     If 
therefore  he  has  fome- 
times  not  taken  Words 
in  the   mof\   obvious 
Senfe  of  tliem  ^  fince 
*tisnomore  than  what 
is  allowed  in  explain- 
ing all  Books,  even  f 
the    Scriptures    them- 
felves^  in  order  to  re- 
move   feeming    Con- 
tradiflions  ^    nothing 
but    what    has    been  praclifed  with   univcr- 
fil  Approbation  in  explaining  OrLvr  Do&rines 
of  the  Church,    even  Articles  of  the  CrccJ 
itfelf:    whether,    in  the  prefent  cafe,    it  dc- 
fcrvcs  CcnfiH-e,    is  moft   humbly  fubnuttcd 
to  your   Lordlhips  Juftice  and   Goodncfs  ; 

Y  2  whole 


*  I  obfi-rve^  faith  Bp  Pe-trf-n, 
that  whatfoctfr  k  del'iiertd  in 
the  Creed,  we  Then- fore  believe 
hecjkfe  it  is  contained  in  the 
5cripturcs :  and  confequentlj 
mif?  SO  believe  it,  as  it  is 
c  't.tincd  there.  Whence  Aff 
thi*  Expjfhionof  the  While,  u 
rithin^elfebutan  Illufiratiinani 
Fro  f  of  every  f.trticHlar  part 
of  the  Creed  by  fuch  Scriptures 
as  deliver  the  fame,  according 
to  the  True  Interpretation  f>f 
them.  ■  ■ 

t  As  in  reconciling  St  Paul 
and  St  James  ^  when  the  One 
affirms,  that  a  Man  k  jullified 
b)  Faith  only  \  and  the  Other, 
tiuc  he  it  not  juffiped  bj  Faith 
only. 
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whofe  known  Wifdom  and  Temper,  as  well 
as  great  Learning  and  Knowledge  of  Scrip- 
ture and  Antiquity,  give  the  jultefl  Ground 
to  exped,  that  your  Lordfhips  will  judge 
nothing  to  be  erroneous  or  falfe,  but  what 
really  and  plainly  is  fo. 

Jmte  26tb,  17I4. 


The  forezp'iiw  Paper  was  (as  I  am  infor-^ 
vied)  prefentcil  to  fome  of  my  Lords  the 
Bfjbops  ^  iiit  (for  Reafons  7iot  jieedful  here 
to  he  mentioned)  was  not  laid  before  the 
Hortfe. 

After  This^  there  appearing^  in  almofl  the 
whole  Upper  Hoiifc\  a  great  Difpofition  to 
prevent  Piffenfions  and  Dtvijjons^  hy  coming 
to  a  Temper  in  this  matter  j  Br  Clarke  (  h 
feems)  was  prevailed  upon  to  lay  before  them 
the  foUowijig  Paper, 
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PAPER 

UldbyDr.  CLARKE 

Before  the 

BISHOPS, 

July  2d.   1 7 14. 

I. TV  /¥  T  Opinion  iSy  That  the  Son  of 
X V JL  ^^^  ^'^^  eternally  begotten  by 
the  eternal  Incomprehenf/b/c  Power  and 
WW]  of  the  Father',  and  that  the 
Holy  Spirit  was  likevrife  eternally 
deri'ved  from  the  Father^  by  or 
through    the  Son ,     according     to    the 

tier- 
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eter?ril   Incowprehcnjihie     Power     and 
Will  of  the  father, 

2.  Before  my  Book^  lfjtitnrd^  The 
Scriptiirc-DoiSrine  c!^c,  wjs  PhIj- 
li/hdy  I  did  indeed  Preach  tno  or  three 
Sermon f  upon  thU  Sidjcii ,  hut  Jincc 
the  Book  xv^s  Piihltjhd^  I  hd've  rrcter 
Preached  upon  this  Snlj^i:  And  (bc- 
caiife  I  think  it  not  fair  to  prnp»je  par^ 
ticnlar  Opint.)ns^  rvhere  thae  is  not 
Liberty  oj  Anjwcrin'^^)  I  am  willino^  to 
pronfije  (as  indeed  I  intended)  not  to 
preach  any  more  upon  This  Subje^. 

^.  I  do  not  Intend  to  rvnte  any  more 
concerning  the  Doclrine  of  the  Trinity. 
but  if  I  Jhall  fail  herein^  and  write 
any  thing  hereafter^  upon  this  SubjeSl^ 
contrary  to  the  Dotirine  of  the  Church 
of  FnglanJj  /  do  hereby  n^illinglyfub- 
vjit  my  felf  to  any  fitch  Cenjure^  as 
my  Superiors  fjall  think  ft  to  pafs 
npon  mc. 

4.   And 
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4.  And  jvhercas  it  has  been  cofiflclcntly 
reported^  That  the  Athanafian  Crcccly 
and  the  3d  and  4th  petitions  in  the 
Licaiiy^  ha^jc  been  omitted  in  v:y 
Church  by  my  Dtreziion^  I  do  hereby 
declare  J  That  the  3J  and  4th  Teti- 
tigns  in  the  Litany  hatie  ne^cr  been  omit^ 
ted  at  all^  as  far  as  I  know  ;  and  that 
the  Athanafian  Creed  ivas  ne^er  omitted 
at  Elei/en  a  Clock  traycrs^  but  at 
Early  Prayers  only^  for  brevity  fake ^  at 
the  d/fcreti '/?  of  tljc  Cwrate^  and  not  by 
my  Aff ointment, 

5.  As  to  my^Vriiate  Convrrfation^  I 
am  not  conjcious  to  my  felf]  that  I  haze 
given  an\  jHJl  Occajion  fvr  thoje  Reports 
which  have  been  j  pre  ad  concern  if7g  me^ 
with  re  Lit  ion  to  thU  Controver\y, 

lam  forry  that  what  I  fiticereh  intended 
f§r  the  liononr  and  Glory  of  Ood^  and 
jo  to  Explain  this  great  Myjlery^  as  to 
azfoid  the  Herefies  in  Both  Extreams^ 
fhoidd   have  given  any  Ojfence  to   this 

Synod, 
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Synod ^  and  particularly  to  vty  Lords 
the  Bijhops.  I  hope  my  Bchaz'mtr  for 
the  time  to  come^  with  relation  hereunto^ 
will  be  fucb^  as  to  prevent  any  fntttrc 
Complaints  againjl  wc. 


A 
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LETTER 

T  O 

Dv  C  L  A  K  K  E, 

Occafioncd   by  tlic   iorc-going 

P  /.   PER. 

To  the  Kczcrcml  Dr  Claikc^   Keclor  of 
St  JamcsV  Wcftinini^cr. 

THE  PajXTr  you  was  plcafed  to 
deliver  in  to  the  Bifliops  and 
have  l7nce  pubUlhcd,  has  occafioncd  a 
real  and  fcnfiblc  Gncf  to  my  Icl^  as 
well  as  the  rclt  of  your  Friends  hcrc-^ 

G  abouts. 
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jbout5.  Not  clut  \vc  think  it  con- 
tains (what  your  Mncmics  would  have 
if  thoughcj)  a  real  KctraSiation  ot  any 
thing  )ou  had  bttore  laid;  hut  bc- 
caulc  it  is  io  very  like  a  lUcraftacion^ 
and  yet  is  not  fuch  \  and  (eems  to  be 
penn'd  wirh  a  plain  jnrcncion  only 
to  ward  ott  Perlecution.  Belides^  you 
liad  hitherto  dilcrcetly  avoided  thofc 
modern  TermSj  ctertially  begotten^  and 
€tcinjl Generation  npon account  of  their 
auibiguous  Meaning  :  Whereas  in  This 
I  aper  yon  expiels  your  Belief  of  them 
in  an  unlimited  Sen(e  ;  as  it  you 
thought  tlic  Word  Ltcrful  ilgnitied 
the  iaiiic  thing  in  the  bi^heji  Set/je^ 
when  apply  d  to  cbc  (veneration  of 
the  Son  and  Proceilion  of  the  Ihfy 
Chpjiy  as  when  apply'd  to  the  Fon^er 
and  li'iB{j{  the  Father.  if  Ib^  the 
\vhoIe  Caufe  would  be  given  up. 
For  tho'  the  Generation  of  the  Son 
and  Proceflion  of  the  Holy  OhoU  may 
in  a  fcnle  be  laid  to  he  eternal^  as  they 
were  xt)min'^f  and  vt^iturtn-^    yet  what 

is 
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is  this  to   rl}c  ablohitc  Eternity  of  a 
Sclf-cxiftcnt  Being?  No^Jtians  txprcf. 
fion  is  very  rcmai  kal)Ic :  Faur  ill  it  m  prx- 
cedit  ;  quod  naejjc  ejl  priority  quA  fatcr 
fit  \  (htoJiiitni  antcccdat  ticccfjc  cJl  eunt  qui 
Jjabet  Orij^incm^    illc  qui  Ongincm  iicfcit. 
In  the  b/ghcfl  and  nioft  proper  Senle  ot 
the  Words,   eternal  Generation  implies 
a   manillli   Contradi^iion.        To    lay 
foniethin^  that    has  a    double  Entendre 
to  flop  rlic  Rai^c  ot   Pcrlecution^  and 
to  plealc  the  Orthodox  J   how  natural 
is  it  to  make   ufc  of   that    Method  ? 
But    whether   That    be   not    corrupt 
Nature,    I  am  loath    to  lay  ,  becaufc 
I  know  not  my  own  Fraihy,   and  in- 
deed   ndnc  of     us    know     our    own 
Strcngtii    and  Coura^'c  till   wc   couic 
to  l>c  rry*d. 

I  au)  not  able  to  think  what  I  could 
fay  or  do  lor  io  valuable  a  Thing  dts 
the  Teace  vf  the  Churchy  which  cer- 
tainly  is  t^rc^atly  to  be  regarded  :  But 
there  is  a  fal\e  Notion  of  Peace,  which 
Would  have  tftcctually  put  ASjpp,,to 
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the  RE  FORM  A  T  T  0  N,  had  chr  Cry 
of  it  been  then  regarded.  Good  Sir^ 
Suppofc  the  Report  had  been  true^ 
that  you  had  directed  or  connived  ac 
the  OmiHion  ot  Athj/ufm/s  Crced^ 
it  had  been  no  way  to  yonr  Dil re- 
putation J  for  then  you  had  a(Scd 
but  agreeable  to  your  Principles :  For 
I  could  tell  you  ot  Many  many  o- 
'  thcrs  befides  my  felf,  that  would  not 
for  nil  the  World  have  it  thought, 
that  they  Itked  that  Greedy  tho*  they 
have  never  exprels*d  their  diflike  in 
Print. 

Pardon  me,  Sir^  that  I  am  thus  free 
with  you,  Did  not  your  Learning 
and  V^crtues  render  you  fo  exceeding- 
ly valuable  to  me^  I  fliould  not  take 
fp  much  pains  as  1  do  to  clear  your 
Reputation.  And  the  Freedom  I  ufe^ 
IS  chiefly  with  this  View  •,  That  you 
will  j)lca(e  to  let  me  have  the  Favour 
of  fomething  under  your  Hand^  that 
may  be  a  better  Apology  than  any  f 
^can  at  prefcnt  think  of.      For  I  will 

fuppofc 
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fuppofc  that  you  are  yet  That  Good 
and  Great  Man  1  always  took  you 
to  be.  And  tho'  you  jce)»  to  me  to 
have  weakncd  your  Scnptwc'Dotinnc-^ 
yet  1  cannot  forbear  telling  you^  Tis 
what  I  would  not  willingly  part  with 
for  half  the  Vattcdn. 

Wq  hear  of  a  Second  Fapcr  you 
delivered  to  the  Billiop  of  Lofidon 
more  Explaiurory  of  your  Sentiments 
and  Conduft  than  the  iirft  j  A  light 
of  which  would  be  acccptjllc  to  Us. 
I  fhall  give  you  no  fuithcr  Trouble 
at  prefent.  Only  I  hojx:  you  will  do 
nie  the  Jufticc  to  believe  that 

I  j;;/,    i\cv,  Sir^ 

Toitr  mojl  a^cclioHatc  Brother 
and  humble  Scrz/jnt. 


Tart 
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N'S. 

part  of  a 

LETTER 

From    Dr    C  LJ  li  h  E 

In  Anfwcr  to  the  fore-going. 

Mr  Intention  in  the  firfl  Ta- 
Yjgraplj  of  the  taper  yon 
are  fo  mnch  dtjiurbed  at^  nas  not  /# 
ajfcrt  any  thing  dtjjlvent  from  what  I 
had  before  rvritten  ;  hut  only  to  pjorr^ 
that  I  did  not  in  any  of  my  Books  teach 
(as  had  by  Many  been  inditjirioufly  re- 
ported) the  Doctrine  of  Ariiis,  [  t//x. 
that  the  Son  of  Cod  was  a  Creature, 
made  out  of  nothing,  juft  before  the 
Beginning  of  This  World  ,  J  bnt  that 
fat?  was  begotten  eternally^  that  is^  with- 
out 
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out  any  IvnitationofJime^  S^^xf'''^^  ^fJ 

//^^  itiCiWiprcbeHfibU  Duration  of  the 
father's  btcrnity  :  hlot  by  abjolnte  Nc- 
cellity  of  Nature^  (ivhicU  infers  Sclf^ 
exifiencc  and  Independency^  )  hut  hy  the 
Power  and  by  the  Will  of  the  Father: 
So  that  the  lather  alone  is^  and  is  to 
be  Ihnoitrcd  as  be/ng^  the  Supreme  Ori- 
ginal and  Lord  of  All^  Hinifclf  with- 
out Original.  See  Sciiptiuc-doftrine, 
pag.  ^31  ;  Reply  to  Mr  Nclibn^  pj^. 
iiq^  and  Anlwcr  to  the  Author  of 
forne  Conliderations^  pag.  126^  127. 

And  the  like  is  to  be  under  flood  re- 
fpeiflively^  cerci}nin(^  the  Holy  Spi- 
rit. 

Hljerefore  if  any  U  ritcr  m  this  Con- 
tro'vef\y^  fhall  at  any  timejrotn  the  xrord 
Eternal^  infer  ( iis  yoH  jeeni  to  fear)  un- 
originatc^  necellary  ,  or  indcpcndait 
Exiilcncc  •  I  did  then  and  do  ft  ill  de- 
clare^ thaty  in  That  jenje^  I  think  the 
xford  ca^i  only  be  applied  to  the  Fathir. 

The 
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The  Jfiuntion  of  the  ad  Paragraph^ 
XTJS  not  to  Ogmfy  that  I  wonid^  w  my 
TreJcf  cxphtn  Stricture  othcrn^ije 

than  i  had  formerly  done;  hit  that  hav- 
ing alrcd-fy  \^t^utently  expreljed  my  0- 
pnjon  in  my  Writings,  i  u^^  ^'Hjf^g 
for  the  future  to  refer  to  Thole  Writings 
in  vuttcrs  jhfirM  and  contro^erjiJ, 
Jnd  confine  my  Preaching  to  the  parts 
that  immdiately  relate  to  FraSiije. 

tn  the  :;ci  Varagraph^  (  as  I  then 
declared)  I'chd  not  oblige  my  jelt,  ne^er 
to  trrite  an\  more  upon  \hU  SHhje\.t  J 
tnt  only  expreffcd  my  Intention  (as  I 
had  before  done  at  the  Conihtfionof  my 
Anfwcr  to  the  Author  ot  Some  Con- 
iidcrarions  8:c.  )  to  acquiejce  in  rvhat 
I  had  already  rrntten^  as  containing  a 
fiffficientExpltcatinnof  my  Opinion,  un* 
teff  any  hew  Advcrfary  flmdd  give  Oc- 
caftonfurfn  tlytr  Contro^erjy  :  In  rvhith 
cafe,  Tthatjhould  hereafter  be  pHbUp^ed^ 
I  rvjs  njUinn  to  leave  to  the  'judgment 

of 
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of  my  Snperionrf^    ivlKthcr  it    (Ujcrvch 
Cenjwe  or  no. 

In  the  4th  Paragraph y  I  did  not  mean 
te  give  any  occalion  of  p^^^f^g-i  that  I 
had  at  aU  altered  the  Opini>)n  I  had  ex- 
prejfcd  in  nij  Scriptiirc-DoLlrinc^  pag, 
454-461,  concerning  the  Litany; 
and  pa^.  ^46— 454 ^  concerning  the 
Athanalian  Creed:  (Of  which^  the 
Great  and  Vious  Arch-Hilhop  Til  lotion^ 
in  a  Letter  dated  at  Lambeth^  OSiohcr 
a^,i  694,//;//j-  j peals  •  ^'  The  Account 
given  ot  Atlunafius's  Oeed,  fecms 
to  Me  [faith  he]  no  wife  farisfacro- 
ry  \  I  wilh  we  were  well  lid  ot  it :) 
Bnt  jonie  of  my  Lords  the  Bifl^^^ps  ha'v^ 
irtg  recerved  Information  of  a  Faft  n^hnh 
was  wholly  Falll-^  /  did  not  think  it 
reajonahle  to  \tijjcr  my  fcif  to  lie  under 
any  Pre  f  ltd  ice  np9n  Account  of  a  matter 
altogether  withont  GrounJ, 

The  £;rh  and  Ufl  Para^^rdph  was  oc* 

cajioncd  by  an\\r\]u^  Kepjrt  indnfirimfJy 

11  JF'^^''^ 
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fprejJy  that  I  bad  in  frivate  Comitr^ 
fation  jpokefi  things^  with  relation  to 
this  Cofitroierjy  ^  tending  to  duninifl} 
the  Honour  of  Chriflian  Religion  :  For 
rrhub  Report^  )oh  nill  cajily  beliez^Cy 
there  neicr  njs  giTcn  the  Uajl  Ground, — 


AtccT  the  P.ipcr  which  was  the  Oc- 
caGon  ot  the  two  lorcgoing  Letters, 
Lad  been  laid  before  the  Ilpper-Houle; 
13i  .  CLtrL'^  it  leems,  being  apprelicn- 
livc^  that  if  it  lliould  be  publillied 
jcp.njtt'ly^  (  A6  has  iincc  happen'd^J 
without  any  true  Account  ol  the  pre- 
ceding and  tol lowing  Circuniftancey, 
it  might  be  liable  to  be  niifunderltood 
in  iome  Particulars;  cauled  the  fal- 
lowing ExpLmution  to  l)c  prefenteJ 
to  the  Right  Rcvcrer.d  the  Lord 
Bilhop  of  London^  the  next  tiaie  the 
Upper-Houlc  mcr, 

THE 
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P  A  P  E  R, 

Delivered  to  the 

Pilliop  of  Lonhn. 

7w/r5th,  1 7 14, 

Miy  h  pl'jfe  pur  LorMips. 

WHcrcas  the  Paper  laid  before 
your    LorJlliipi   on     Friday 
'aft,  was^   through  Haitc  and  want  of 
Time,    not  drawn  up   with   fufficient 
Kxav.^ncfs ;   fomc  things  therein  being 
not  lb  ililly  cxpreft  as  they  might  have 
been,    and  others  exprellird  in  luch  a 
manner   as  may  be   liable  to  be    mif- 
underflood^    as  not  explaining  witli 
H   2  fulHcicnt 


fullicicnt  Clcamcfs  and  Diftinftncfs 
my  whole  Thoughts  to  your  Lord- 
fnips  upon  the  Subject  therein  con- 
tained :  And  whereas,  it  my  prefent 
Meaning  in  any  part  of  it,  Ihould 
i^otp  be  miiunderftood,  Imay  hereafter 
be    thoi  '^t    to    have   fully  and 

finccrely  opened  niyfelt  to  youi  Lord- 
fhips  \  I  do  humbly  and  with  all 
SuuufuTion  beg  leave  to  take  this  im- 
xnediatc  Oppoitunity  of  reprefenting 
to  your  Lordlhips,  that  1  think  my 
fclf  indifpenfably  obliged  in  Conki- 
encc  to  lay  before  your  Lordlliips 
the  following  Explanations  ot  the 
aforefaid  Paper. 

V:%. 
That  whereas  1  declared  in  That 
Paper  my  Opinion  to  be^  that  the  Son 
jras  eternally  bca^ottef/^  by  the  eternal  in- 
comfrehc}7Jiblc  Power  and  Will  of  the 
tat  her;  And  that  the  Holy  Spirit^  &c. 
I  did  not  mean  thereby  to  RctraSl  any 
rhint'  1  had  written  j    but  to  declare 

tbac 
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that  thcOpinion  let  forth  at  large  in  rh^ 
Book  IntituTd,  The  ScriptHrc-Uocirweif 
the  Trinity^  and  in  the  Dtjcfjfes  of  it ;  is^ 
that  the  Son  rvas  eternally  begotten^  hy 
the  eternal  mcomprehenjible  Power  iind 
Will  C^c.  Which  words^  \^thc  eternal 
incontprehenjible  Power  a){(l  Will  of  the 
Fat  her  j^  1  dcfirc  may  be  io  undcrAood, 
as  to  fignif'y  that  God  the  Father 
Alone  IS ^  and  is  to  be  honoured  as 
beinp^  dyahi-.f  and  ^<tTj'iTi:i,  the  Oricjinal 
of    All,   Hinileir  without  Original. 

And  whereas  I  declared  1  did  not 
Intend  to  write  any  more  coniernin(^  the 
DoSirine  of  the  Trinity  :  But  if  I  Jhould 
fail  herein^* and  write  any  thing  hereafter^ 
&c.  I  del  ire  it  may  be  fo  underftood, 
as  not  to  preclude  my  fcif  in  point  ot' 
Conlciencc  trom  a  Liberty  of  making 
any  inortenilvc  Corredions  in  my  for- 
mer Books^  if  they  fliall  come  to  an- 
other Edition  :  or  from  'vindicating 
myfelf  from  any  Miireprcfentations  or 
Alperfions^  which  may  pofTibly  here- 
after be  caft  upon  me  on  the  occafion 

oi 
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of  This  Controvcrfy  ^  But  only  to 
fii^nih'^  that  I  have  v\of>rc\efit  intention 
of  writing  any  New  Book  ^  and  that^ 
it  hereafter  1  fhall  ar  any  time  write 
any  thing  which  your  Lordfhips  Ihall 
jude;c  worthy  of  Cenfure,  I  fliall  rea- 
dily fubmit  to  fuch  Cenfurc. 


I 
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N'  ic. 
The  RESOLUTION  of 

the  Uppcr^Houfc,    (after  the 
Delivery  of  the  fore-going  Ex- 
planation   to    the   Bifliop    of 
London)    July  5.   1714- 

WE  Invinp  received  a  Paper  fub* 
fcrib^.  J  by  Dr  Lla  ke^  con- 
taining  a  Declaration  of  \\\s  Opinion 
concerning  the  eterniry  ot  the  Son 
and  Holy  Spirit,  together  with  an 
Account  of  his  Conduft  for  the  time 
paft,  and  Intentions  for  the  time  to 
conic  ;  which  Paj:»er  we  have  ordered 
to  be  entrcd  in  the  Aft9  of  this  Houle^ 
and  to  Ik'  communicated  to  the 
Lower  Houfe,  do  think  fit  to  proceed 
no  farther  upon  the  Extraft  laid  be- 
fore us  by  the  Lower  Houfe. 

THE 
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nc  RESOLUTION  of 

the  Lowcr-Houlc  of  Convo- 
cation,    y^/y  7- 

REr<;/w^,  That  it  is  the  Opinion 
of  this  Houfc,  that  the  Paper 
lubUribeJ   by  D^  CUrkc,    and   coin- 
niiunaucJ    by    the,  Bill^ops    to   the 
Lowcr-Houlc  on  the  ^rh  IniUnt,  dotli 
not  contain  in  it  any  Recantation  ot 
the  Heretical    Aliertions,    and   other 
ctVenfivc  I'alVagcs,   complained  of  by 
tbis   Houfc  in    their    lUprelcntation, 
a„J    afterwards     produced    «n    their 
Extraa  out   of  the   Books  pubbflied 
by  that  Author  ^    nor  doth  p\i:  luch 
Satisfaftion  for  the  great  Scandal  oc. 
cartoned  by  the  faid  Books,  as  ought 
to   put  a  flop  to  any  turthcr  E^aml• 
nation  and  Ccnfurc  thereof. 
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